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would in principle be final, for its existence. Yet if my perception
here is to be true, the ideal postulated in experience must be true.
Somehow the ideal existence must be operating through me. We
should not forget that it is a postulate, and not a fanciful ideal.
And a postulate, to which the existence of a thing has to be
traced, must be as existent as the thing itself. The nature of this
ideal enters into our idea of the criterion of existence. The criterion
finds the fullest conformation to itself only in this ideal. Is this
ideal not existence? It is and must be existence. It is what makes
our imperfect existence existence at all; it is what lends our
illusory existence even its seeming existence. Further, have we
not started in order to trace out existence in our experience,
which includes both existence and non-existence or rather
which true existence shines through appearance? And when we
have found it, why change our front and say that we were in
search of reality and not of existence? Besides, this change of
front and the attempt to forget our past would land us in posi-
tivism and sensationalism, as pointed out above.

This discussion must have impressed on us that much con-
fusion is begotten by the ambiguity of certain words. We use the
word non-existence with reference to the illusory object as well as
the imaginary and the self-contradictory like the hare's horn and
the circular square. But logic, which must be based on ontology,
as its aim is to enable us to differentiate between being and non-
being, existence and non-existence, reality and unreality, must
be precise in its use of these words; and even though it borrows
words from common usage, it must fix their meaning when it
discovers ambiguity. The aim of logic is to determine existence;
and it has to approach its task from existence as perceived or
known. As the object of illusion is perceived as existent during its
experience just as much as the object of true cognition is per-
ceived as existent during its own perception, logic cannot identify
the seeming existence of the illusory object with the absolute
non-existence of the imaginary and the self-contradictory. Simi-
larly, as we have already noted, true existence and false existence
are not two divisions of existence of the same grade; they are
two grades of existence, with reference to ontology. We thus
have existence, false existence and absolute non-existence.
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